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ing the stipulations of the treaty concerning the neutral-
ity of the Black Sea) furnished a signal proof of the
recognition by the Powers of the essentiality of that
principle of international law that none of them can be
released from the obligation of a treaty nor modify its
stipulations except in consequence of the concurrent
action of the contracting parties by means of an amicable
agreement. In the discussion which followed, the Otto-
man Plenipotentiary, His Excellency Musurus Pasha,
declared that he adhered, in the name of the Government,
to the principle formulated by the presiding officer, since
the Sublime Porte always had recognized its sacred char-
acter and had constantly conformed to it in its political
relations with foreign nations. There can be no doubt
that in the understanding arrived at in the Conference
at London the Capitulations of the Ottoman Empire were
included. It is well known that the Treaty of Paris of
1856, as well as the Conference at London in 1871, chiefly
concerned Turkish affairs as affected by the Crimean
War.

Article VIII of the Treaty of Berlin (1878) stipulates
that "the immunities and privileges of foreigners, as
well as the rights of Consular jurisdiction and protection
as established by the Capitulations and usages, shall
remain in full force so long as they shall not have been
modified with the consent of the parties concerned."
This referred particularly to Bulgaria. Identical pro-
visions, however, were made in. the same treaty as re-
gards Serbia (article XXXVJLL) and Eoumania (article
XLIX).

Japan presents the most striking ease of a non-Chris-
tian people being received in the sisterhood of nations on
accepting the common public law as developed in Europe
and America. The capitulatory regime in Japan was
definitely abolished in 1899.

In the Ottoman Empire, ever since 1856, there have